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Detailed Action 

This office action is in response to the correspondence received on June 9, 2010. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 
35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 3-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claims are not limited 
to tangible embodiments. The current claims do not feature any physical attributes. As 
such, the claims are not limited to statutory subject matter and are, therefore, non- 
statutory. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 3-1 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dowling (US Patent No: 6,636,499) in view of Nguyen et al (US Patent No: 6,219,703), 
hereafter referred to as Dowling and Nguyen, respectively. 
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1 . With regards to claims 3 and 14, Dowling teaches a method comprising: a 
network management system (NMS) receiving a trap message from an agent, 
wherein the NMS has access to an NMS management information base (MIB), 
and wherein the agent has access to an agent MIB (Dowling teaches an agent 
sending a trap message to a NMS. The agent and NMS have access to a MIB; 
see column 9, lines 5-14, Dowling); in response to receiving the trap message, 
the NMS conducting a walk operation on the agent MIB (Dowling teaches the 
NMS performing a "Get Next" operation (which is a SNMP "walk" command) 
upon receiving a "trap" message; see column 9, lines 5-14 and Table 1, 
Dowling); and based on a result of the walk operation, the NMS updating the 
NMS MIB (Dowling teaches the NMS (commander) walking the linked list (MIB) 
and updating the MIB; see column 23, lines 50-55, Dowling). 

While Dowling teaches a network management design that uses MIB, 
Dowling does not explicitly teach the agent and the NMS each having their own 
MIB. In the same field of endeavor, Nguyen also teaches a network 
management design that uses MIB. Within Nguyen's disclosure, it is taught how 
a NMS has a MIB and each agent has a MIB; see Figure 1 and column 1, lines 
44-48, Nguyen. These MIB's can be compared and updated against one another 
(versioning); see column 4, lines 30-42 and 65-67, Nguyen. Having a MIB in 
both the NMS and the agent allows for each device to have a list of known 
devices within the network. Therefore it would have been obvious to one skilled 
in the art, during the time of the invention, to have combined the teachings of 
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Dowling with those of Nguyen for the purpose of managing devices within a 
network; see column 4, lines 63-65, Nguyen. 

2. With regards to claim 4, Dowling teaches the method wherein the NMS stores 
the NMS MIB and the agent stores the agent MIB (Nguyen teaches the NMS 
storing its MIB (see column 3, line 62 and column 4, lines 3-4) and the agent 
storing its MIB (see column 4, lines 17-18)). 

3. With regards to claim 5, Dowling teaches the method wherein the trap message 
is a simple network management protocol (SNMP) trap message and the walk 
operation is an SNMP walk operation (Dowling teaches SNMP trap (see column 
9, lines 9-10) and Get-Next (the SNMP walk operation) (Table 1). See also 
column 23, lines 49-51, Dowling). 

4. With regards to claim 6, Dowling teaches the method wherein the NMS updating 
the NMS MIB comprises the NMS updating the NMS MIB to be synchronized 
with the agent MIB (see column 4, lines 30-42 and 65-67, Nguyen). 

5. With regards to claim 7, Dowling teaches the method further comprising: the 
NMS transmitting at least part of the updated NMS MIB to the agent (see column 
1, line 61 — column 2, line 14, Nguyen). 
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6. With regards to claim 8, Dowling teaches a method comprising: an agent 
checking an object identifier (OID), wherein the agent has access to an agent 
management information base (MIB) (see device number; column 21, line 58, 
Dowling. Also see column 15, lines 39-45 and column 16, lines 8-15, Dowling); 
the agent determining that the OID has changed (see column 23, lines 40-41, 
Dowling); in response to determining that the OID has changed, the agent 
transmitting a trap message to a network management system (NMS), wherein 
the NMS has access to an NMS MIB (Dowling teaches the NMS performing a 
"Get Next" operation (which is a SNMP "walk" command) upon receiving a "trap" 
message; see column 9, lines 5-14 and Table 1, Dowling); the agent receiving a 
walk operation request from the NMS (Dowling's NMS performs a "Get Next" 
operation (which is a SNMP "walk" command) upon receiving a "trap" message; 
see column 9, lines 5-14 and Table 1, Dowling); and in response to receiving the 
walk operation request, the agent transmitting a walk operation reply to the NMS 
(Dowling teaches the NMS (commander) walking the linked list (MIB) and 
updating the MIB; see column 23, lines 50-55, Dowling). 

While Dowling teaches a network management design that uses MIB, 
Dowling does not explicitly teach the agent and the NMS each having their own 
MIB. In the same field of endeavor, Nguyen also teaches a network 
management design that uses MIB. Within Nguyen's disclosure, it is taught how 
a NMS has a MIB and each agent has a MIB; see Figure 1 and column 1, lines 
44-48, Nguyen. These MIB's can be compared and updated against one another 
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(versioning); see column 4, lines 30-42 and 65-67, Nguyen. Having a MIB in 
both the NMS and the agent allows for each device to have a list of known 
devices within the network. Therefore it would have been obvious to one skilled 
in the art, during the time of the invention, to have combined the teachings of 
Dowling with those of Nguyen for the purpose of managing devices within a 
network; see column 4, lines 63-65, Nguyen. 

7. With regards to claim 13, Dowling teaches the method wherein the OID is named 
MIB_lnfo_Last_Change_Time (see column 15, lines 39-45, Dowling). 

8. The obviousness motivation applied to independent claims 3, 8 and 14 are 
applicable to their respective dependent claims. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to AZIZUL CHOUDHURY whose telephone number is 
(571)272-3909. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vivek Srivastava can be reached on (571) 272-7304. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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